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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

2. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being anticipated by Arcuri et al. 
("Arcuri", US# 6,121,968). 

As per claim 9, Arcuri teaches a method of providing a computer graphical user 
interface, utilizing a screen interface and a pointing device controlling a pointer, to 
perform a plurality of related functions, comprising: 

selecting a selection box through the appropriate positioning and manipulation of 
the pointer by way of said pointing device, said selection box configured to display a 
selection set of items (Arcuri, Fig. 2B, 2D); 
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selecting a hot list box through the appropriate positioning and manipulation of 
said pointer with respect to said selection box, said hot list box configured to display a 
subset of the items displayable in said selection set (Arcuri, Figs. 2A, 2D; col. 7, lines 
23-38); and 

selecting at least one of said items from said subset using said pointing device. 

The selection box disclosed by Arcuri is the box bounded by the bottom of the 
title bar, the left and right sides of the window, and by the menu bar below the selection 
set of items (Arcuri, Fig. 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-8 and 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Arcuri. 

As per independent claim 1, Arcuri teaches an improved graphical user interface 
(GUI) having a GUI selection box capable of displaying a selection set of items when a 
selection menu option is manipulated in a first manner, the improvement comprising: 

a hot list box displaying a subset of items from said selection set of items when 
said selection menu option is manipulated in a second manner (Arcuri, Fig. 2A; col. 11, 
lines 44-46). 
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Arcuri does not teach a selection button that is manipulated. OFFICIAL NOTICE 
is taken that the use of a button to provide further options is well known in the art. It 
would have been obvious to use a button in place of a menu option in the invention of 
Arcuri because it would provide more visual feedback to the user by clearly defining the 
options in the selection box. 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Arcuri further teaches an 
improved GUI as set forth in claim 1 , wherein said subset of items displayed in said 
hotlist box is selectable by a user of said GUI (Arcuri, Figs. 2A, 2D; col. 7, lines 23-38). 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 2, Kraynak further teaches an 
improved GUI as set forth in claim 2, wherein said subset of items displayed in said hot 
list is displayed in an order selectable by the user (Arcuri, Figs. 2A, 2D; col. 7, lines 23- 
38). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 2, Arcuri further teaches an 
improved GUI as set forth in claim 2, wherein a quantity of items displayed in said hot 
list box is selectable by the user (Arcuri, Figs. 2A, 2D; col. 7, lines 23-38). 

Dependent claims 12 and 14 are similar in scope to claim 4, and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 2, Arcuri further teaches an 
improved GUI as set forth in claim 2, wherein a method of determining which of said 
items from said selection set are to be displayed in said hot list is selectable by the user 
(Arcuri, col. 1, lines 46-56). By allowing a user to drag menu items to and from the 
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menu and use those menu items, the user is determining which menu items be 
displayed. 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 5, Arcuri further teaches an 
improved GUI as set forth in claim 5, wherein said method of determining which of said 
items from said selection set are to be displayed in said hot list comprises listing the 
most recently selected items (Arcuri, col. 7, lines 39-51). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 5, Arcuri further teaches an 
improved GUI as set forth in claim 5, wherein said method of determining which of said 
items from said selection set are to be displayed in said hot list comprises listing the 
frequently selected items (Arcuri, col. 8, lines 67-75). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 5, Arcuri further teaches an 
improved GUI as set forth in claim 5, wherein said method of determining which of said 
items from said selection set are to be displayed in said hot list is applied to said hot list 
only after a predetermined number of items are to be displayed in said hot list (Arcuri, 
col. 7, lines 33-38). 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 1, Arcuri does not teach the 
method of claim 1, wherein said complete menu is selected by right-clicking a button on 
said selection menu using said pointing device. 

However, Arcuri teaches accessing the long menu by clicking on a specific 
section of the menu notated by chevron marks (Arcuri, col. 10, lines 41-48). It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to use a section of 
the menu rather than a right-click to access the long menu because a specific section of 



Application/Control Number: 09/855,109 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2174 

the menu would provide the user with immediate visual feedback as to the existence of 
more menu options. 

Independent claims 11 and 13 are similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ezekiel et al. (US# 5,625,783) teaches an automated system and method for 
dynamic menu construction in a graphical user interface. 

Conrad et al. (US# 5,539,870) teaches a computerized system and process for 
interactively managing a distributed database system. 

Conrad et al. (US# 5,748,929) teaches a program storage device and computer 
program product for interactively managing a distributed database system. 

Kalyanswamy et al. (US# 5,761,640) teaches a name and address processor. 

Miller (US# 5,805,911) teaches a word prediction system. 

O'Leary et al. (US# 5,867,162) teaches methods, systems, and computer 
program products for controlling picklists. 

O'Leary et al. (US# 5,950,000) teaches an integrated third party software tool 
that controls pulldown and pullright menus. 




Application/Control Number: 09/855,109 



Page 7 



Art Unit: 2174 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam M. Lewis whose telephone number is 703-305- 
0720. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 7:00-4:30, Alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on 703-308-0640. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
746-7239. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305- 
3900. 
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